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REHEARSAL. 


1 Shame on De Foe. The Presbyterian Caufe left Deftitute. 


o, Their Argument againft Epé/copacy 
borough to be Emperor. 


wou’'d as well Prove the D. of Maurie. 


It is a perfect Baxter upon Mankind. What Saucy {is. 


4 


5 A full Proof of it from Scripture. 


The Superiority of Bifbop to Presbyter fhew'd before. 


6 Tho’ that is not neceflary in this Cafe. 

7. The Difference betwixt the Primititive Epé/copacy and Ours. 4 

3, Large Teftimonys of the Presbyterians owning that Epicopacy was in the 
Church in St. Cyprian’s time. Whence it follows, That it muft have been 


from the Beginning. 
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(1.) Country-man. Very Body, Majer, 
Cries out Shame up- 
on Dan. De Foe, for 


that Pitiful Fwggle ot his you have Expos’d, 
of making Bifhop and Presbyter, Epifcepal and 
Tresbyterian the fame thing, after you had 
fully Confuted that Poor Shift the Presbyte- 
rians Make Ufe of, and told them that they 
had nothing elfe to fay. Which they have 
made good, by Repeating the fame again, 
aid without taking the leaft notice of all 
you had faid upon it. So Defticute is their 
Caufe: 





(2.) Rebearfal. So Deftitute, Country-man, 
That I will Undertake this J/fue with them, 
that they cannot Prove Bifhop and Presbyter 
to be the Same, by any other Argument 
than what will prove the Duke of A/uri- 
borough (for Example) to be Emperor, be- 
caufe we find the General of .an Army call’¢ 
Imperator. This very Inftance I gave them 
at firft. And without A nfwering any thing | 
to it, they go on ftill Unmov’d in the fame! 
Track, and notwith{tanding all the Differences | 
you can fhew betwixt the Emperor and the 
D. of Aarleborough, as if they fhou’d fay, 
yet the D. of Adarleborough is Emperor, for 
is not he an Imperator ? and does not Jm- 
perator Signify Ensperor ? Therefor— 

The Cafe is the very fame. For not- 
withftanding all the Differences I have 
fhew’d betwixt Bifhop and Presbyter in the 
Earlieft Times, they Reply nothing to it, 
bat Repeat and Repeat again their Jargon, 


: 
| 
| 








That Bifhop fignifies an Overfeer,.and..a 
Presbyter is an Overfeer, therefor a Preshyter 
is-a Bifhop— And hence the Review iays 
(as Quoted in my laft) That the Presby- 
terian Church in Scotland is Epifcopal. 


(3.) Country-m. This is to Confound com- 


‘mon “Senfe, and put the . Banter upon. alk 


Mankind! It the Kirk in Scotland is. Epif- 
copal', why do they force Men to Abjure 
Epifcopacy ? Why all this Difpute betwixt 
Fpifcopal and Presbyterian, if they~ are the 
fame thing? Or did not Mr. De Foe (after 
having been fo long in Scotland, and wri- 
ting for the Presbyterians) know the diffe- 
rent Senfes in which thefe words are taken ? 
Why then wou'd he Play the Child, and 
Trifle at this Rate? This is plainly A- 
voiding the Queftion, and feeking to make 
his Efcape. But it turns upou him with 
Shame, and Renders their Cau/e moft De/pi- 
cable. 

Rehearf. Hell call you Saucy too, Conn- 
try-man, for treating your Aztagonifts in this 
manner. 

Country-m. Ay, Mafter, ther is nothing 
fo Saucy, {o Provoking as Proving ‘It is worfe 
than calling a hundred Ji Names. 

(4+) Rebearf. In Num. 17: of this Volume 
I fhew’d the Difference of Bifbop and Pres- 
byter. Which obviated all that the Review 
has faid. When St. Ignatius Requir’d the 
Presbyters to be fubject to their Bifhop as 
to Chrift, did he not then put a Difference 
betwixt a Bifhop and a Presbyter? When 

St. 




























St. Ferom faid, what do’s a Bifbop do which 
a Presbyter do’s not do, except Ordination? 
Do’s he not there fhew ther was a Dif- 
ference betwixt a Bifhop and a Presbyter ? 
And when St. Cyprian did Cenfure his Pres- 
byrers, did he not Aflume a Superiority and 
Furifdittion over them? 


(s..) And do we not find the fame in 
Holy Scripture? When St. Paul Inftructed 
Timothy Bifhop of Ephefus how he fhou’d 
Behave himfelf in Governing that Charch, 
he fays, Againft a Presbyter receive not an 
Accufation but before two or three Witneffes. 
And thera that Sin Rebuke before all, that others 
alfo may fear 1. Tim. Vv. 19. 20. Now Re- 
ceiving Accxfations againft a Man, Examin- 
ing Witneffes in the Cafe, and Rebuking or Cen- 
furing according to the Demerit, is Firifdittion 
and @ Swperiority, or I know not what is. 
Were thefe Presbyters then Equal to Timothy 
their Bifhop? Was Bifhop and Presbyter then 
the fame thing ? Had every Presbyrer the fame 
Authority over Timothy, that Timothy had over 
him ? That wou’d have made a wild fort 
of Government. 

Country-m. That wou'd be Impoflible. 
For I cannot have Aathority over you, and 
you over me, at the fame time, and inthe 
the fame Cafe. That woud make Feols- 
Play indeed, I Gudge over you, and you 
Fudge over me! 


(6) And here is an Anfwer to thofe who 
Require Scripture proof for the Superiority 
of Bifhop to Presbyters. And I chink it 
very Plain. Tho’ as you have before In- 
ftruéted me, if this had not been Menti- 
on’d in Scripture, the Government of the 
Churches every where in the <Apoffelical times 
and thofe $ucceeding, is a full Proof of 
the Jnffitution. Becaufe it is as Impoflible 
for the Government of the Church to have 
been Alter’d in all Places, without any 
Noife or Oppofition, as for the Government 
of any State, or of all the -Statesin the 
Werld, to we Chang’d from Afozarchy 1to 
Common-wealth, or from Commpu-wealth to 
Monarchy, without any Struggle, or being 
taken Notice of in the Hiffories of thofe 
Times. 


(7.) Rehéarf. And as to the Difference 
of the Primitive Epifcopacy and ours, | will 
Undertake that the Presbyterians can find 
no other but this, That Epifcopacy is with 
us much more Depref/s’d and Lower than it 
was Then. Infomuch that if any fhou’d 
now {peak in the Primitive Language, and 
of the Sublimity of the Epifcopar as then 
Afferted, the People wou’d be Ready to 
Stone him. Solittle Reafon have the Pres- 
byterians to fay, that our Bifhops take more 
upon them, and Affume a Greater Axtho- 





rity in the Church than the Bifhon 


Primitive times. i the 
Country-m. But the Review {ays ; 
you Quoted out of him laft t YS 1 What 


ime, that ther 


was no Epifcopacy ia the Church for a leat 


the two firlt Centuries. 


(8.) Rebearf. I have Difprov’d thas 
dy, and fhew’d it from the Beginni 
But here he Difcovers his Ignorance for ee 
moft Learned of the Presbyterians ‘do Con 
fefs, that Epifcopacy was in the Church ie the 
fecond Century. And thence, by the Ar. 
gument you have juft now Repeated it 
muft have heen from the Beginning, becaug 
no Notice of any Change in the Courch ¢; 
vernment is taken by any of the Writers of 
thofe Times. Ther isa Book Mr. De iy 
cou’d nos mifs of during his long fayig 
Scotland, beecaufe it was Wrote there, ang 
much taken Notice of, Intitul’d, A Vind. 
cation of a Difcourfe Entituled, The Pring. 
ples of the Cyprianich Age. Ye was Printed 
here in the year 1701. There Chap. iii, 
is a large Collection of the moft Celebra. 
ted Presbyterian Writers acknowledging 
that Epifcopacy was in the Charch in , 
Cyprian’s Time. Mr. De Foe wou’d do wel) 
to look it over, and then.fee what Can 
he may have to Correct his Rah Affe. 
tion. 


alres. 


ADVERTISEMENTS: 


N Account of the Late Eftablifhment of Preshy. 
terjan-Government by the Parliament of Scotland 
Anno 1690. Together with the Methods by which it 
was Settled, and the Confequences of it: As alfo feveral 
publick Aéts, Speeches, Pleadings, and other matters of 
Importance relating tothe Church in that Kingdom, 
To which is added a Summary of the Vification of 
the Univerfities there; in a Letter from a Gentleman 
at Edinburgh, to his Friendat London. 
Memorial for his Highne{s the Prince of Orange, 
in relation to the Affairs of Scotland, &c. 
AN Account of the prefent perfecution of the Church 
‘* in Scotkand, in feveral Letters. 
Vindication of a Difcourfe entituled, The Prin 
ciples of the Cyprianic Age, with regard to Epil- 
copal Power and Juriidi€tion: Wherein befidesa great 
many things more briefly Confider’d, The ufefulnefs of 
fixing the Principles of the Cyprianic Age is fuccinétly 
Reprefented 5 The main Controverfie between thofe of 
the Church and the Presbyterians is fully and diftin@ly 
ftated ; Their main Subterfuges are utterly overthrown; 
Large Supplements are added to the Principles of the 
Cyprianic Age ; The Cyprianic Epifcopacy is fhewn to 
be inconfiftent with a Papacy; And it is Demonftrated 
that Epifcopal Government was univerfally delivered to 
be of Divine Right in the Days of St. Cyprian. Witha 
Preface by the Author of the Short Method withthe 
Dei fts. 
A Colle@ion of all the A&s of Parliament, with Pub- 
lick Papers and Declarations Relating to the 
Clergy and Ecclefiaftical Affairs within the Kingdem of 
Scotland fince the Revolution. 
A Vindication of the Government in Scotland, during 
the Reign of K. Charles I]. againft Mif-Reprefen- 
tations made in feveral {Candalous Phamphlets. To 
which is added, The Method of proceeding againft Cri- 





minals, &e. . 
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